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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Objections 

1 . Claim 17 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

• The phrase "an incoming phone call" should be changed to either (1) "the 

incoming phone call" if it is the same phone call of lines 3 and 4 or (2) "a second 
incoming phone call" if Applicant intends a distinct phone call. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

3. Claims 16 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the enablement requirement. The claims contain subject matter which was not described in 
the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with 
which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. 

Claims 16 and 22 are single-means claims as they cover every conceivable system for 
implementing the claimed method, but the specification only discloses those systems known to 
the inventor. As such, these claims are not enabling. See "Section 2164.08(a) Single Means 
Claim" of the Manual of Patent Examination Procedure (MPEP) for more information. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21 (2) of such treaty in the English language, 

5. Claims 1-4, 8, and 10-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
U.S. Patent 7, 1 62,020 to Forte. 

Regarding claim 1, Forte discloses a telephonic communication system for integrating 
wireless phone service with home phone service, the telephonic communication system 
comprising: a first conmiunication channel to a wireless phone (the link from the Wireless 
Connect 30 to the cellular phone 70 of Figures 1 and 3); a second communication channel to an 
interface coupled to one or more wired phones at a user location (the link from the Wireless 
Connect 30 to telephones 12a and 12b of Figures 1 and 3), wherein the first and second 
communication channels are accessible with a telephone number (the single telephone number 
described throughout; see the first 3 lines of the abstract as one example); and a telephone switch 
coupled to the first and second communication channels (the combination of the PBX 14 and 
Wireless Connect 30 of Figures 1 and 3), wherein the telephone switch determines if the first and 
second communication channels should be simultaneously sent an incoming phone call directed 
to the telephone number (see lines 46-49 of column 13). 

Similarly, regarding claim 10, Forte discloses a method for integrating wireless phone 
service with home phone service, the method comprising steps of: routing an incoming phone 
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call to a wireless phone (see step 410 of figure 4); routing the incoming phone call to a wireless 
interface coupled to one or more wired phones at a user location (step 402 of figure 4 and lines 
39-45 of column 8; hnes 23-31 of column 12 clearly indicate that the link between the PSTN and 
the PBX can be wireless), wherein the wireless phone and the one or more wired phones are 
accessible with a telephone number (the single telephone number described throughout; see the 
first 3 lines of the abstract as one example); determining if the wireless phone should be sent an 
incoming phone call (this is described throughout the document; consider the passage from line 
67 of column 2 through line 3 of column 3); and determining if the one or more wired phones 
should be sent the incoming phone call (this is described throughout the document; consider the 
passage from line 67 of column 2 through line 3 of column 3). 

Similarly, regarding claim 17, Forte discloses a method for integrating wireless phone 
service with home phone service, the method comprising steps of: routing an incoming phone 
call to a wireless phone (see step 410 of figure 4); routing the incoming phone call to an 
interface coupled to one or more wired phones at a user location (step 402 of figure 4 and lines 
39-45 of column 8), wherein: the wireless phone and the one or more wired phones are 
accessible with a telephone number (the single telephone number described throughout; see the 
first 3 lines of the abstract as one example), and the first and second-listed routing steps are 
performed, at least partially, simultaneously (see lines 46-49 of column 13); determining if the 
wireless phone should be sent an incoming phone call (this is described throughout the 
document; consider the passage fi^om line 67 of column 2 through line 3 of column 3); and 
determining if the one or more wired phones should be sent the incoming phone call (this is 
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described throughout the document; consider the passage from line 67 of column 2 through line 
3 of column 3). 

Regarding claim 2, Forte discloses the limitation that the wireless phone and the wireless 
interface uses one of GSM, CDMA, AMPS, and TDMA transport (see lines 22-25 of column 5). 

Regarding claim 3, Forte discloses the limitation that the interface is located at the user 
location in that the WC and PBX are preferably co-located (see lines 5 1-55 of column 1 1) and 
the PBX is clearly at the user location (where phones 12a and 12b are located). 

Regarding claim 4, Forte discloses the limitation that the telephone switch provisionally 
sends the incoming phone call to both the first and second communication channel until 
acceptance of the incoming phone call when one of the first and second communication channels 
receives the incoming phone call and the other of the first and second communication channel is 
disconnected from the incoming phone call (see steps 414-420 of Figure 4). 

Regarding claim 8, Forte discloses the limitation that the first communication channel 
uses different physical transport within the user location from the second communication channel 
(see figure 1 which clearly shows a different interface between WC and the PBX and wireless 
phone). 

Regarding claim 9, Forte discloses the limitation that the one or more wired phones are 
chosen from the group consisting of a POTS phone, a cordless phone, a WIFI TM SIP phone, 
and a wired SIP phone in that the analog telephone 12b is chosen from this group as it is a POTS 
phone. 

Regarding claim 11, Forte discloses the limitation that the first and second-listed routing 
steps are performed, at least partially, simultaneously (see lines 46-49 of column 13). 
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Regarding claims 12 and 19, Forte discloses the limitation that the first-listed 
determining step comprises a step of detecting if the one or more wired phones have been 
answered (see step 418 of Figure 4). 

Regarding claims 13 and 20, Forte discloses the limitation that the second-listed 
determining step comprises a step of detecting if the one or more wireless phones have been 
answered (see step 414 of Figure 4). 

Regarding claim 14, Forte discloses the limitation that the one or more wireless phones 
and the wired phones use a unified voice mailbox (see lines 64-67 of column 2). 

Regarding claim 15, Forte discloses the limitation of a computer-readable medium having 
computer-executable instructions for performing the computer-implementable method for 
integrating wireless phone service with home phone service of claim 10 in that all the limitations 
of the method are disclosed as above and the passage from line 66 of column 5 through line 10 of 
column 6 clearly suggests that this can be implemented using software. 

Similarly, regarding claim 16, Forte discloses a computer system adapted to perform the 
computer-implementable method for integrating wireless phone service with home phone service 
of claim 10 in that all the limitations of the method are disclosed as above and the passage from 
line 66 of column 5 through line 10 of column 6 clearly suggests that this can be implemented 
using software. 

Regarding claim 18, Forte discloses the limitation that the interface wirelessly couples 
the one or more wired phones to a phone call transport network in lines 23-31 of column 12 
which indicate that the link between the PSTN and the PBX can be wireless. 
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Regarding claim 21, Forte discloses the limitation of a computer-readable medium having 
computer-executable instructions for performing the computer-implementable method for 
integrating wireless phone service with home phone service of claim 17 in that all the limitations 
of the method are disclosed as above and the passage from line 66 of column 5 through line 10 of 
column 6 clearly suggests that this can be implemented using software. 

Similarly, regarding claim 22, Forte discloses a computer system adapted to perform the 
computer-implementable method for integrating wireless phone service with home phone service 
of claim 17 in that all the limitations of the method are disclosed as above and the passage from 
line 66 of column 5 through line 10 of column 6 clearly suggests that this can be implemented 
using software. 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

7. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out 
the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
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invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the appHcabihty of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 
8. Claims 5-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent 
7,162,020 to Forte in view of U.S. Patent Application Publication 2004/0170268 to Hakusui. 

Regarding claim 5, Forte discloses all limitations of parent claim 1 as discussed above in 
the rejection under 35 U.S.C. 102(e). Forte also discloses that one of the advantages of the 
invention is the ability to provide the features of the PBX network to the remote device (see lines 
64-67 of column 2, for example.) Forte does not disclose expressly the limitations of claim 5 
that the second communication channel can join the incoming phone call of the first 
communication channel, and the phone call can be manually transferred from the second 
Communication channel to the first communication channel. However, it is well known that call 
transfer and conferencing are features of PBX systems. For example, Hakusui discloses this in 
paragraph 3 on page 1 . Forte and Hakusui are analogous art because they are fi"om the same 
field of endeavor of communication systems and similarly deal with simultaneously alerting 
multiple devices based on a single telephone number. At the time of the invention it would have 
been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to explicitly include call transfer and 
conferencing in the features provided in the PBX of Forte and thus extended to the remote device 
to disclose the limitations of claim 5. The motivation for doing so would have been to allow 
flexibility generally provided in PBX systems to extend to the remote device as suggested by 
Forte in lines 61-67 of column 2. Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Hakusui 
with Forte for the benefit of providing PBX features to the remote device to obtain the invention 
as specified in claim 5. 
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Regarding claim 6, Forte discloses all limitations of parent claim 1 as discussed above in 
the rejection imder 35 U.S.C. 102(e). Forte does not disclose expressly the limitation of claim 6 
that the interface is one of a wireless cellular interface, a PSTN interface and a VOIP interface. 
However, Hakusui discloses the limitation that the interface is one of a wireless cellular 
interface, a PSTN interface and a VOIP interface in the LAN interface to the virtual PBX of 
Figure 6. Forte and Hakusui are analogous art because they are from the same field of endeavor 
of communication systems and similarly deal with simultaneously alerting multiple devices 
based on a single telephone number. At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to 
a person of ordinary skill in the art to modify the PBX implementation of Forte to include a LAN 
interface. The motivation for doing so would have been to reduce long distance charges as 
suggested by Hakusui in paragraph 4 on page 1 . Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
combine Hakusui with Forte for the benefit of reducing long distance charges to obtain the 
invention as specified in claim 6. 

Regarding claim 7, Forte discloses the limitation that the VOIP interface is one of a 
wireless Internet interface, a WIFI TM interface, a power line Internet interface, an ultra-wide 
band wireless interface, a microwave internet interface, a cable modem interface, and a direct 
broadcast Satellite Internet interface in lines 23-31 of column 12 which indicate that the link 
between the PSTN and the PBX can be wireless. In the above combination, where the PBX is 
connected to a LAN using VOIP, this interface will be a wireless Internet interface which 
discloses the limitation that the VOIP interface is a wireless Internet interface. 



Conclusion 
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9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

• U.S. Patent 7,190,969 to Oh et al discloses a method for controlling service to 
multiple mobile stations having a common subscriber identifier. 

• U.S. Patent 7,145,899 to Pearce et al discloses a method for providing shared line 
appearances in a distributed call routing network. 

• U.S. Patent 6,694,004 to Knoerle et al discloses a system for simultaneous ring 
service. 

• U.S. Patent 6,895,002 to Shah et al discloses a method to provide a single 
telephone nmnber for geographically dispersed subscribers. 

• U.S. Patent 6,8 1 6,582 to Levine et al discloses a method automatically 
simultaneously ringing altemative telephone numbers. 

• U.S. Patent 6,697,478 to Meldrum et al discloses a method for simultaneous 
telephone ringing. 

• U.S. Patent Application 2003/0125072 to Dent discloses a method of providing 
multiple mobile telephones with the same telephone number, 

• U.S. Patent 6,449,483 to Akhteruzzaman et al discloses a wireless telephone 
system for accessing multiple stations via a single telephone number. 

• U.S. Patent 6,798,767 to Alexander et al discloses a system for generating 
multiple line appearances in a communication network. 
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• U.S. Patent 5,454,032 to Pinard et al discloses a method of establishing a 

communication link to one of multiple devices associated with a single telephone 
number. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Robert C. Scheibel whose telephone number is 571-272-3169. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday and Thursday from 6:30-5:00 Eastern Time. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's - 
supervisor, Wing F. Chan can be reached on 571-272-7493. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions oh access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Robert C. Scheibel 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2616 
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